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REMARKS 



Tho B.»™.«, rejected cU^ 1-8 and .7-20 under 35 U.S.C. S. .2. second paragrapb. ^ 
„ beins indeM^ .6r faiiin, ^ pa«icu,.ly pein. out and disttaody cUUn ,hc «.bjec. 

mniccr wWeh l>pp««"« "S"''^ «"= inventioo. 

The E.«nmer rejected claim. .-4. 7-8 and 17-20. as to as dcM,^ under J5 U.S.C. 
§1 02(b) as allegedly being anticipated by Canelini (US Patent 5.223,737). 

The E^uniner r^eeted eUi^s 1-S a«. 17-20 under 35 U.S.C, S103(a) a. alieg^Uy being 

„„paten.able over Canelini in view of Russ (US 2003/0047750). 

Applicant respectfully t.avers«.heS112,S102and§103rejeedonav«th.h.rollovri«£ 

arguments. 
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a 



%K U.S.C. SlU 

Uc.««y bCng inder,.i» for raiHng » panioularly poio. cUi. ^ subjcc. 

m.-Hte which opplicant regards as Ihc invention. 

Morcspeciacally,«gardingcUi™s 1 an., .7. a.«B,ao.iacr alleges *a.'ln claim, 1 and 

.7 .he reciMion 'the opening con>prisin6 the semico,^ materia, bu. not co^rising .he 
^nd aoptag intpurides- is vague and indefinite as .he opening apparency comprises second 
Ooping impurittes from lay« 130 which is n-aoped," In response, in bo.h Cims 1 a»d 17. 
Applieanls have deleted .he texts "the opening comprising the semiconductor material but no. 
oomprising the second doping hrpuriti.^ and added the texts "wherei. the second layer is in 
direct physical con«. wid, the subs.ra« layer fl.rough Ute opening of d» fi... layer". As a 
rcsul.. claim , arrd ,7 are no. indefinite under 35 U.S,C. §1 ,2. second paragraph. Therefore. 

1 fi. 1 and 17 arc Ihereforc not indefinite under 35 U.S.C, §1 12, 

other claitns lliat depend from claims 1 and 1 / arc mere 

second paragraph. 

Regarding claim 2. ^ Examiner alleges Uta. "i. is no. shown where or how .he elechod. 
^ro ,50.1 60 is in direc. physical contact with the first layer ,20. There are no figures or 
explanation of anode 1 50 in direct elecUieal contact with firs, layer ,20." ,n response, 
Applicant have amended cUim 2 to read "wherein «.<We c/thc etcetrode stn,e.are is in 
direc. phy^eal conu,ct with the first layer." (iuUc emphasis added). In FIG. 20 of .he 
applicaacn. .he ca.hode ,50a is in dirc^ physical contact with the first layer ,20. As a result. 



claim 2 



is not indefinite under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. 
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The Ex-rincr r-gcoted claim, 1-4, 8 aad 17-20. as far as dofmite. under 35 U.S.C. 
§102(b) a. alleeedlybeins amioip«cdbyC«,cli» (US PaleiU 5.223.737). 

Applicanu respectfully o<»>tc»d tha. OmclW doc not anticipate claim 1 . because 
Canclini does not teach each and ever, feature of claim 1. For exatnple. Ca^Hni -oea not teach 

feature ••. f,r« lay« having an opening" of clahn 1 . The ftrs. layer of claim I is one piece 
(P,0 ,A of the application), whereaa the regiona 1 and 6 of FIG. 7B in Canclini a,« two 
separate region. Aaaresu,..m.spaceb.««n,heregiona 1 .>d6ofF.0.7»inCanelini<^cs 

not comprise an opening as olaimed in claim 1. 

Based on the preceding arsum^tta. ApphcanU respectfully maintain that Candini does 

not anticipate cUim . . and that claim 1 ia in condiUon for allowance. Since claims 2-4 and 7-8 
dc^nd f^mclaim 1. Applicants contend that clahns 2-4 and7-8 are Blcewise in condiHon for 



allowance* 



Applicants respectfllUy contend that Canolini doca no. anticipate claim 17.becau« 
Canelim does no, tcacU each and evc^ feature of claim .7. For example. CanCini do» r«, 
teach the lca.„« "a fi»t layer having an opening" of claim 17. The first layer of claim 17 is one 
piece (mo, lAof the application), whereas the regions 1 and 6 of LIG. 7B iaCanclini are two 
separate regions. As a result. *e spa« bet«e«t the regions 1 and 6 of F.0. 7B in Canclini does 

not comprise an opening as claimed in claim 17. 

Based on the preceding arguments. Applicants respectfully maintain d», Canolini does 
„o. anticipate clain, 17. and that claim 17 U in eo,„iition for allowance. Sincoclaim, 18-20 
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d»o„a f^n, Cai. 17. AppHoanU «a«^ -ha. d«i»s 18-20 are Kkewisc h, oo^liUon .or 



allowance. 
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1. Forcxi 



T,. Bx^mh-c. «j«=d claum >.S ^ .7-20 35 U.S.C. S103(a) . 
u„pa.cnu,bi= ever Cancltai m vi.* orR>m (US 2003/0047750). 

App,ic„.s respeotiUUy conte^i .ha. . U not ..paUn.able .vor CancM in view ot 
R„ss. bcoa... OnCini in view of F>«s does ™>. o. s„ai.s. each and every fca«« of eiain, 
.an,ple. Canelini i„ vie« of Ru.s does not »aeh or .ngges. Ore feature "a firat layer 

• 1 The Brat layer of elate, lis one piece (FIG. 1 A of UieappMeaUon), 

liaving an opening" of claim 1. Ibe litsi layer 

1 r, ofFIO 7B in Canclini aw two separate regions. As a result, the 
whereas the regions 1 and 0 ol flu. /o lu ^ 

^ between the regions V and 6 of F.0. 7B in Canelini does not eontpti. an opening as 
cuamed in elaim 1 . In addition. Rus. does no. deseribo any opening as elaimed in data 1. 

Based on the preceding argnntents. Applicants r»peetfuUy maintain that eUim 1 is not 
^patentable over Canclini in view of Russ. and that elata 1 is in condition for allowance. Since 
elainv, 2-» depend from elain, Applicants contend ««« cUin« ^-^ are likewise in condition for 



allowance. 



Applicants respeettuny contend that claim .7 is not unpatentable over Canclini in view of 
R„ss bccanse Canclini in view of Russ docs notteaeh or suggest each ^ ev«y «=atun> of elate, 
n. For cample. Canelini in view of Russ does .»t teach or suggest the feature •■. fiM layer 
having an opening" of claim 17. The firstlayer of claim 17 is one piece (FIO. lA otthe 
application), whereas the regions 1 and 6 of PIG. 7B in Canclini are two separate regions. As a 
^nl. Ure space between the regions 1 and 6 of FIO. 7B in Canclini does no. eompdse an 
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opening as 



claim 17, 



claimed in Cain. .7. In additfon. Ru.s docs no. d«cribo any oponing »s claimed in 



Ba»a on *e preceding AppUcanU respee,fvUy mainUin a». elain. 17 is »o. 

„„paicn..h,e ovc. Canolini in vie» of Russ. and IHa. elain, ,7 is b, condition ft., allowance. 



Since claims 18-20 



depend r«»n claim 17. ApplieanU contend fbat clain^ 18-20 .re likewise in 



condition for allowance, 
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CONCLUSION 



* 1 ,.-,„tc rf><;ncct£ully belicvc that all pending claims 
Based on the preceding arguments, Applicants respecttuuy 

■i n.^^fr,r allowaacc and therefore request 
axad tl.c entire application meet the acceptance cnlena for allowance 

• u r..uo. that anything Ibrlher would be helpfal to place the 
favorable action. If tho Exammcr believes that anyinmg 

«„„oriz«l«.ctar8ca„d/<»crcdi.DcpositAcc«»ntNo. 09-0456. 
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